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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,

2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from

development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is

necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
tect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I, N /Qﬂ d (4 7@,@6 am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

e Eoic/

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I Kﬁ oy L’;(/V\ L. (//LO{,}Q}OG/U ot 7%\ am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur. -

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

0

SO \MV\ am a registered voter
(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

L

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I, '7‘\/1/’}’\(/565 M &Q{w}\ am a registered voter

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). - Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to

protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I K ﬂ{/l,.[\/ / \ 4&)& Q/ﬁ_ am a registered voter

(Print name) “41
of San Diego County and own land or remde in Harmony Grove or Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

L [ dM\ . D A \&/ L A am a registered voter
(Print nafne) > i
of San Diego County and own land or reside in Harmony Grove or Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b.  Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is

-necessary for £ss to lxllit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
Unit 6 has fo be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
A4l
vy v

/" protect Unit 7
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council _
Petition

Lo A
IR JoNan / Ny € SU4 am a registered voter

(Print name)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

I. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RP1., P§5-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts™ (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a hreuch of
rrust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

0]

Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This scts a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4.
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
devclopment in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b.  Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
neccssary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant 1o
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

Signature Date
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

L Cﬁ%&j{ 5 B?J\r QM/ am a registered voter

(Print namc)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries ot County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 23,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biojogical open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concems about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breack of
trust with the publiv since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as 2 condition of support of
the original project. '

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biologival open spacc.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

-

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the devcloper has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy. |
h. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
Unit, it 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

A rfs
f Date
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I %ﬂ f 5ﬁ'f /<‘€/(' am a registered voter

" ~(Print ndne)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the Jegal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was desighated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response).  Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
frust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space casement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
2. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy. ‘
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for aceess to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant (v
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

Do T (Bl @/ o005

Signature Date
Address _ City " State
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Flfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

%m/ N )QJK[} 1.1 ,(/&p am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

}W QMA@M af wol 7

Signature

Date

Address

WeB Ul 09(57

City State
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_Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

e )
L /4 ‘(\C&QL %&\ @f\CQ am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and o d or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1.

2.

The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85~
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,

2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from

development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is

necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
ct Unit 7, Unit 6 o be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

5 /1oy

Signéature

7/

Date

Creo b Tona. U0 "Foest (A 2027

Address

T2 4307 &

City State

Telephone

E-mail Q
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I /%/ﬂ ,/2752 / Z %//4//:9< am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit ¢ has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

- =

Sign ré Date
L8090 EL AW forsl PY Fap  0pl, Z
Address City State

Telephone E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

S I/CS/QL/&) M @c%) A am aregisteredl voter

(Prmt name)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

‘Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
,nece ary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
j ' ed to prevent further growth in the future.

Address i‘fy State

Flo 74 - b@)%Z /goﬁé)a (WWWJK \Vj
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<ol
Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition
—— ‘
I, “t+— BEANMK @ QD(’\ am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 11 6)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,

2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from

development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
eCessary

2 -1Y4-97

Date

[/ City State

=~
_Nees g00
700044 . (39 3
Telephone

E-mail

Eacend o () 09029
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

L FRANCESCA M., Oﬁ/&/ﬁ am a registered voter

{Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated

in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

Lnguesica W, oAb W 4= 07

Signature Date
(9665 ELEIN GLEN ESCONDIDO A
Address City State

740 ~ 7442393

Telephone

E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

T - S/ € E
I, J oHR D oLs EnS am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

Ol ) P fr St 18 2007

Sig‘(ature Date 7
!/ 95(& FLEw For€Ti 29 ESConidid o A
Address City ”State
SEE-S34-220/( TOoLSEMEX & Lfo7Are . ok
Telephone E-mail -
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e
Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

\ ¢
I, m l--\’ )\ )\ t U»f) ( i, €5 am a registered voter
(Print ndrfie) A i
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County

Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/ 17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

M // . ‘ - Date
o020 ELF, Fp rest M SEphcl
Address City State

Telephone ‘ E-mail

N
a7
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

1, CARGCLYN MARIE S exckTon/ am a registered voter
(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County

Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b.  Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

@&M—é%(, WCA.JLA e \Lﬂ/tu_/t)é/’t’?k/} 7-13-07
tJ

Signature : Date
Address “ City State

Fbo HFH - 4312 (effasenerton & Aol cory
Telephone E-mail <
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

)
M,ﬁ%%‘-/ am a registered voter
Eif fam)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

/ M s /o7

i " Date”
i z W /5/ L vomiiliith [ 24 2V
Address State
260 i 7/= %/{ JEEES cod i roeA@) AL -CO &
elephone “mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

L_ JAMRVEUNE ARIVAUD. BENITAMIN am a registered voter
(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County

Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a dreach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

q/12/07

"Date

1496 Paint HoonTAim RoAD  ECEn F0eST  CA
Address City State

Telephone . E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

(Print name)

T@L\N C . Pé\\l ) LOS am afegistcrcd voter

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1.

The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

0]

9/!3/02

Da7k

2.
precedent:

a.
b.

3.
a,
b.

Signature

~o)
Address

(9= 59— %930

gm De Meda  Esconows  CA Q2026
City State !

ep (@ L om

Telephone

E-mail “\J |
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

L tj 6SEPl  f2asse am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

%MZ— /744‘40 71507

ifnature ’

Date

Z037 (AR DE (720 LAy feréST  CA.

Address

£58- 959-us

" City State

Telephone

E-mail

72029

JRussoDpy B Faiyo  Com
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I, J OH l\) (D) Ll/ am a registered voter
(Print neme)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County

Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P8S-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space,” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space poteatially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be.no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for eccess to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

(bt 0 09-12-07

Signature / =T Date

7909 FARAWAY LAIE , ESCONDIDO, CA 92079-4¢01

Address City State

(et) 136-4%%% _1dil 2578 @ studert . palomar-.edv
Teleplione E-mail '
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

L "DOUGLAS DILL— am a registered voter

(Print name)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest,

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencics, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern sbout what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). Tt would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b, Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a2 commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped ta prevent further growth in the future.

M&A W 09-12-0%

Signature /' : Date
309 _EARANAY LANE, ESLOUDIDO, CA 97029 -4f0
ress ity tate

(60) 736~ 43%% dovg. dill @uporidnet att et
Telephone ' E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I, /:/L[ 25 B’FIL‘/ ?/ I/V am a registered voter

(Print name)
of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts™ (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the pmject to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur,

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

Uhadd 0l 09-12-0

Signaty

7909 FARAWAY LANE , ESCONDIDO, CA  §2022-480)

Address (Y 7 State

/ W) 23~ 4%%% Msli2u @ worldinet ot et
‘Felephone E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

I 9"\ M 24) AO\/(CQ/VW Q/}/ am a registered voter

(Print name)
of San Diego County and own Iand or reside within the legal boundaries of County

Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:
a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.
b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to

prote iy, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.
70 SR
Signatdre g / Datd [/
ol Gen De Hena  Ccordido CA G909
Address City State
O -y - ageo yl\/cz[@h@ nmw\ .Com
Telephone ' E-mail \)
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council

Petition

I, CHRIS CASS APARAS am a registered voter

(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County -
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

% 4%/7474,\_/ 7-id-0F

Signature Date

JHD B PHIVT pMoYyXTAIAN D, EsCodDIdDp CA.F2029
Address City State

60~ F5Z-99 FF cassapalkiSmMsn . cowi_
Telephone E-mail ’ -
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Elfin Forest / Harmo-;;Grove Town Council
Petition

§u€, U v au) C&y am a registered voter
(Print name) /

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1.

The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated

in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

a. Many community agehcies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in

their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 I16)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,

2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

=

Signature

|37

lond Min L)

Address

LN Fores

Telephone

Y5378 77¢

: E-mail

- 429 -



B o

Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Petition

I, Janet L. Denny, am a registered voter of San Diego County and own land or reside
within the legal boundaries of County Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:
Coa.

One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated
in Unit 6 in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06
G4 response). Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of
trust with the public since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be
allowed on the current buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of
the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous

precedent:
a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in
their comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what
would be a precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very
frightening precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of
hundreds of acres of dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the
community of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at
risk from development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4,
2007 from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to
protect Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

. CW«{ %ﬁmm

- 9/13/07
Signature Date
2255 Seaquest Trail Escondido CA 92029
760-736-8436 jan@raptorridge.net
Telephone E-mail
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Bridges Unit 6 Petition

CI/)QJ %9 \/JC | am a registered voter

(Print

na.me)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,

2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated in Unit 6
in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual imapacts” (FEIR 3/17/06 G4 response).
Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of trust with the public
since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be allowed on the current
buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a.

Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in their
comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concern about what would be a
precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very frightening
precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of hundreds of acres of
dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the community
of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at risk from
development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a.

While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4, 2007
from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to protect
Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

VA

Signature

Date

6977 L//f//zﬂéé '/2/ K%q?Z/%C% Yl

Address

760 -

" State

Telephone

E-mail

750 77S// JKMM o /ujy CroLd, (o
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Elfin Forest / Harmony Grove Town Council
Bridges Unit 6 Petition

I 5 rlce M “ge //t" ™ am a registered voter
(Print name)

of San Diego County and own land or reside within the legal boundaries of County
Service Area 107 — Elfin Forest.

Do hereby support the following:

1. The application for the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe Unit 6 (SPA 01-004, TM 5270RPL, P85-
084W, P85-064W) should be denied as per DPLU staff recommendation dated August 25,
2006:

a. One of the two stated reasons a biological open space easement was designated in Unit 6
in 1986 was “to answer concerns about visual impacts” (FEIR 3/17/06 G4 response).
Allowing the project to go forward would constitute a breach of trust with the public
since that impact cannot be mitigated for, should housing be allowed on the current
buffer agreed to by neighbors as a condition of support of the original project.

2. Vacating this viewshed and biological open space easement would create a dangerous
precedent:

a. Many community agencies, most notably the San Dieguito Planning Group in their
comment letter of August 5, 2005, have expressed concem about what would be a
precedent-setting event if the vacation took place. “This sets a very frightening
precedent (...). It would open the door for future vacations of hundreds of acres of
dedicated biological open space.” (FEIR 3/17/06 116)

b. Open space, beautiful views, and nature are defining characteristics of the community
of Elfin Forest, with hundreds of acres of open space potentially at risk from
development should this vacation occur.

3. Unit 6 as currently described has potential growth inducing effect:

a. While the application for Unit 7 has been withdrawn by a letter dated March 4, 2007
from Lennar, the developer has not stated any plans to protect Unit 7 from
development in the future by selling it to a land conservancy.

b. Without Unit 6 there can be no Unit 7, since the bridge from Calle Ponte Bella is
necessary for access to Unit 7. Without a commitment from the Applicant to protect
Unit 7, Unit 6 has to be stopped to prevent further growth in the future.

P 4//° /07

Signature Date

(§/2 Country Club Dr. | Escondide ¢ A 72029

Address ’ City ~ State -
(Bo)4-324 774

Telephone E-mail

T
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e Maggie Loy December 13, 2007 R B C E 0 \ E

County of San Diego DEC 14 2007

5201 Ruffin Road
San Diego County

San Diego, CA 92123
P i -
RE: THE BRIDGES AT RANCHO SANTA FE PROPOSAL TO 'anmng Commlssion
1) EXPAND DRIVING RANGE AND
2) CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMES

Dear Ms. Loy:

I reside at 3086 Wildflower Drive, Olivenhain, CA in Wildflower Estates, a community adjacent to
the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe golf club and community. I have lived in this neighborhood for seven
and one half years.

1 am writing to express my support for the propesed expansion to the golf Driving Range, as
well as for the proposed five new homes known as Unit 6.

The Bridges has been and is a good neighbor. 1t is a first rate planned community, which has been
planned and executed reflecting the highest possible standards in all aspects, both as to the community
itself as well as its surroundings. Its proximity to my home and our development has been an asset to
our increased property values and to the area’s tax base.

I am able to see the Bridges from my home, and I am not concerned that the expansion to the driving
range, as well as the addition of five new homes, will significantly or negatively affect my view. On
the contrary, I think the opposite is true. 1 believe the clubhouse and the golf course have enhanced the
view from my home, adding a very interesting component to my vista, and I am confident these
additional elements will not sigpificantly eliminate this from view.

The very small area of open space in Unit 6 being converted into five home sites is being mitigated by
replacing with four times as much habitat and open space, at a location which is environmentally
superior. The five home sites are located entirely within the confines of the Bridges community, have
been planned with the highest sensitivity to neighboring properties, and are solely accessed through
the Bridges’ internal roadways.

For these reasons, I strongly support the Bridges’ expansion of the driving range, as well as the
creation of five new home sites, collectively known as Alternative C of the proposed project’s
Environmental Impact Report.

Sincerely,

Jospl M. Rimos

Joseph M. Ramos
3086 Wildflower Drive
Olivenhain, CA 92024

Home Telephone: 858-759-7090
Mobile Telephone: 858-361-3569
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DEC 1 4 2007
Mr. David P. Kreitzer ﬁounw December 10, 2007
County of San Diego Planni@ﬁ(ﬂ\ﬁg' Ssih L esion
5201 Ruffin Road Planning COMIM!

San Diego, CA 92123

RE: The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe proposal for the driving range expansion and five
new homesites

Dear Mr. Kreitzer:

I am writing you to let you know that I strongly support The Bridges proposal. I have
been a property owner and resident of The Bridges for six years.

The club has been an exceptional model for planned communities and considered the
premier golf club in San Diego County, if not Southern California. As such, the Bridges
has attracted both tax revenues and significant local business revenue from both its
resident and non resident members. Additionally, we have been very good community
advocates and neighbors through charity event participation and community recognition
from numerous nationally televised events.

The driving range expansion will further enhance The Bridges world-class reputation and
add even more value to the community of Rancho Santa Fe and San Diego County, while
the addition of the five homesites will be consistent with the existing quality of the club
with no adverse affect on its surroundings.

For the above reasons I strongly support the Bridges’ expansion of the driving range, as
well as the creation of five new homesites and thank you in advance for your
consideration of this proposal.

Sincerely,

Sted I’Vikaa»\

Brad Mason
6284 Strada Fragante
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92091
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]
County of San Diego Planning Commissioners | DEC 24 2007 D
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use DEBA BT e o
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B EPARTMENT OF i AN
San Diego, CA 92123 P LANDUSE

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As aresident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, 1 enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

1 encourage yqu jo vote this proposal!

Signature Date

Civic Dove
Name (Printed)

1$Y Y b Q«Q (/cz,; L 4 S e 4

\

Address

CC: Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

Tenco you to vote YES on this proposal! / 2 /
//’ / ¢ 7 7
& e e fo] o7
=7 B Z

Signature ate

oz xS

Name (Printed)

L5TR ColAE Boryamg Rt Souzy 12=
Address A 7Zaé7

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego

Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
p

!
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

[Z2-]o -07]

Date

Name (Printed)

| &4/ S l.A //z Az 5@@@,@« /Q W(L/o iwfz/
Address / ? > o0 /

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

:iyou to vote YES on this proposal! / ]
M| ya IV 4] © )

Signature - Date -

(R 1 RopR

Name (Printed)

Add 40> o HURAR Ao S M
=e¢ 1200 )

CC: Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners

c/o Department of Planning and Land Use Plsan Diego County
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B anning Commission
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

[ encourage you to-wpte YES on this proposal!

O ol

Signature Date

NnA?/EW\J.SI‘A E[W
PO %17 RSFE (x 92017

Name (Printed)

Address

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planningfm dEand Use .
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
¢/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road. Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe. I enthusiast;
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at Tt
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: T1
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006. VAC 03-018, B/C 03-02¢
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has. from the outset. had a land plan and arc]
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its st
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest char
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with miti
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the go
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility.
members really need this improvement.

I encourage you to vote YES on this proposal!

Signature

LY A7) BBER SR [
Name (Printed)

LOBox 9573, fmene Sopry Fe CHROSD
Addess 700 VIR SHaARINGG 2 Zoe ko)

Wednesday, December 05, 2007 AOL: Wm Borsari
- 441 -



County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners, \
I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable

the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

I encourage you to vote YES on this proposal!
Lo 0ERLsf L2 bt
V' Date

Signature

\CRQRD Dleoc [

Namé (Printed)
18- Vit peForTU WA , B Ranv o SMQ’%

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners

c/o Department of Planning and Land Use ElGIEI
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B D{ L= (,\ i U .}';7@1 D
San Diego, CA 92123 ) R,
® U oEC 10 2007
. . DEPARTWENT OF PLAN
Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners, ﬁA;ﬁ-r ﬁ&gﬁ?&mme

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As aresident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf

members really need this improvement.

! }\ Date
Name?Printed) ¥ ” -

O fbew 233 [S.F co G206
v , }

.

Address

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Hom, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
¢/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM 5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach.its full potential as a complete world-class golf facxhty In addition, the golf
members really need this: nnprovement , .

Teng age you to vote YES on this proposal'

é/&/ /;a/tj/m

Slgnature

Dew Ofiphant
Name (Printed) | |

YO Box Y46 , 65/{7////}mu/us ?Moé Sﬂfé 7%,/5&.
Address 4 / G206

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Hom, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use

- -2, Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use

..+ Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel— County of San Diego. . . - o
~::Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordmator — Department of Planmng and Land Use e




County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

Aenclurage you to vot%ﬁs roposal!

C}&%\ £ L i o7

(e 4 *Date
Jotey E. Samme,

Name (Printed)

6$65 (bere j%&/tfﬁr Z’{wmﬁﬂ gﬁlm lgf CH G202

Address

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and Land Use




County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Dept. of Planning and Land Use

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Members of the San Diego County Planning Commission:

I am writing in support of the recent request by the Bridges of Rancho
Santa Fe to create 5 new building sites and provide a modest expansion
to the existing driving range.

The proposal, as I understand it, should be approved for the following
reasons:

1. It conforms to the low-density character of the existing community
and the approved Specific Plan.

2. Five new homes will not significantly adversely impact the existing
county infrastructure or the quality of life of the community.

3. Additional habitat conservation contemplated by this application
should adequately provide mitigation for the minor habitat impacts of the
five lots.

4. The new homes and site design will be consistent with the balance of
the community and will provide "shelter in place” dwellings that have
been proven safe during the recent fires.

It is my opinion that the quality of development and the overall low
density of the Bridges has served and will continue to serve as a model
for future development of areas of the county. Your vote will permit a
small amount of new quality development while allowing the vision for
the Bridges to continue its evolution.

_Singereir

9—1

Fted M. Arbuckle RSN

18451 Calle La Serra
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92091

cc:  Chairman Roberts, 4th District Supervisor
Vice Chairman Greg Cox, 1st District Supervisor
Bill Horn, 5th District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, 22¢ District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, 3t District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
c/o Dept. of Planning and Land Use

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Members of the San Diego County Planning Commission:

I am writing in support of the recent request by the Bridges of Rancho
Santa Fe to create 5 new building sites and provide a modest expansion
to the existing driving range.

The proposal, as I understand it, should be approved for the following
reasons:

1. Tt conforms to the low-density character of the existing community
and the approved Specific Plan.

2. Five new homes will not significantly adversely impact the existing
county infrastructure or the quality of life of the community.

3. Additional habitat conservation contemplated by this application
should adequately provide mitigation for the minér habitat impacts of the
five lots.

4. The new homes and site design will be consistent with the balance of
the community and will provide "shelter in place" dwellings that have
been proven safe during the recent fires.

It is my opinion that the quality of development and the overall low
density of the Bridges has served and will continue to serve as a model
for future development of areas of the county. Your vote will permit a
small amount of new quality development while allowing the vision for
the Bridges to continue its evolution.

SN

cc:  Chairman Roberts, 4th District Supervisor
Vice Chairman Greg Cox, 1st District Supervisor
Bill Horn, 5t District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, 2nd District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, 34 District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator
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Tim and Molly Oitzman
6670 Calle Ponte Bella
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92091

December 12, 2007
Mr. David P. Kreitzer
County of San Diego Planning Commission
5201 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: THE BRIDGES AT RANCHO SANTA FE PROPOSAL TO
1) EXPAND DRIVING RANGE AND
2) CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMES

Dear Mr. Krietzer:
I'am a resident of the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe. I have been a resident for nearly 6 years.

I am writing to express my support for the proposed expansion to the golf Driving Range, as
well as for the proposed five new homes known as Unit 6.

The Bridges is a first rate planned community, which has been planned and executed reflecting
the highest possible standards in all aspects, both as to the community itself as well as its
surroundings.

We are very confident that the expansion of the driving range will enhance the golf club. At the
same time, the modest addition of five homes will be fully compatible with the surrounding
community.

The modest expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf club,
enabling the Bridges to reach its full potential as a world-glass golf course. Members of the golf
club have expressed strong opinions regarding the need for improving the current substandard
driving range.

I'understand that the very small area of open space in Unit 6 being converted into five homesites
is being mitigated by replacing it with four times as much habitat and open space, at a location
which is environmentally superior. The five homesites are located entirely within the confines of
the Bridges community, have been planned with the highest sensitivity to neighboring properties,
and are solely accessed through the Bridges’ internal roadways. Additionally, these five new
residents will travel past my home daily to access their property and I support these new homes
because I feel they will further enhance our community.

For these reasons, I strongly support the Bridges’ expansion of the driving range, as well as the
creation of five new homesites, collectively known as Alternative C of the proposed project’s
Environmental Impact Report.

Sincerely,

D ;

Tim Oitzman
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December 13, 2007
Ms. Maggie Loy
County of San Diego
5201 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: THE BRIDGES AT RANCHO SANTA FE PROPOSAL TO
1) EXPAND DRIVING RANGE AND
2) CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMES

Dear Ms. Loy:

I'reside at 3086 Wildflower Drive, Olivenhain, CA in Wildflower Estates, a community adjacent to
the Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe golf club and community. I have lived in this neighborhood for seven
and one half years.

I am writing to express my support for the proposed expansion to the golf Driving Range, as
well as for the proposed five new homes known as Unit 6.

The Bridges has been and is a good neighbor. It is a first rate planned community, which has been
planned and executed reflecting the highest possible standards in all aspects, both as to the community
itself as well as its surroundings. Its proximity to my home and our development has been an asset to
our increased property values and to the area’s tax base.

Iam able to see the Bridges from my home, and I am not concerned that the expansion to the driving
range, as well as the addition of five new homes, will significantly or negatively affect my view. On
the contrary, I think the opposite is true. I believe the clubhouse and the golf course have enhanced the
view from my home, adding a very interesting component to my vista, and I am confident these
additional elements will not significantly eliminate this from view.

The very small area of open space in Unit 6 being converted into five home sites is being mitigated by
replacing with four times as much habitat and open space, at a location which is environmentally
superior. The five home sites are located entirely within the confines of the Bridges community, have
been planned with the highest sensitivity to neighboring properties, and are solely accessed through
the Bridges’ internal roadways.

For these reasons, I strongly support the Bridges’ expansion of the driving range, as well as the
creation of five new home sites, collectively known as Alternative C of the proposed project’s
Environmental Impact Report.

Sincerely,

Jospl M. Ramos

Joseph M. Ramos
3086 Wildflower Drive
Olivenhain, CA 92024

Home Telephone: 858-759-7090
Mobile Telephone: 858-361-3569
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County of San Diego Planning Commissioners
¢/o Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear County of San Diego Planning Commissioners,

I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE DRIVING RANGE AND
CONSTRUCT FIVE NEW HOMESITES AT
THE BRIDGES @ RANCHO SANTA FE

As a resident and/or member of The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe, I enthusiastically support the
proposal to expand the Driving Range and construct five new homesites at The Bridges otherwise
known as Alternative C of the Environmental Impact Report (applications: TM5270, MUP 85-
084W-5, MUP 064-W4, SPA 01-004, SPA 03-006, VAC 03-018, B/C 03-0250, and B/C 03-
0221).

The Bridges at Rancho Santa Fe has, from the outset, had a land plan and architecture throughout
the community which reflects the highest quality and compatibility with its surroundings.
Conversion of one parcel in Unit 6 into five new homesites are a modest change, entirely located
within the confines of The Bridges Specific Plan, and is being done with mitigation for all
impacts and with the highest possible sensitivity to neighboring properties.

The expansion of the driving range will fulfill a missing component of the golf course, and enable
the Bridges to reach its full potential as a complete world-class golf facility. In addition, the golf
members really need this improvement.

I encourage you to vote YES on this proposal!

/%ﬁ%,/%fz— /2D/§/p7

Signatiire ate

TATR / ex NPSE

Nanle (Printed)

PO Bol 7242, fanct G 72, (A, 72047

Address

CC:  Chairman Ron Roberts, Forth District Supervisor
Vice-Chairman Greg Cox, First District Supervisor
Bill Horn, Fifth District Supervisor
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor
Pam Slater-Price, Third District Supervisor
Eric Gibson, Interim Planning Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Glenn Russell, Interim Deputy Director - Department of Planning and Land Use
Claudia Anzures, Senior Deputy Counsel — County of San Diego e
Maggie Loy, Environmental Coordinator — Department of Planning and La }}: g8 ¢
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